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Faculty of Fine Arts Council] 
December 6, 1985 


Present: Robert J. Parken, Chadts:: Ps Landsley; D. Andrus; &£. 
Panpelcy mJ .hwelenic mt. Falsetto: Gl ’Szilasi: B) Walnwrieht “aA, 
Adams; K. Austin; A, Hernan; I. eMonand: J, Ane We teehee | di 
Kelly eo. bi ed landcsrl, Whittome; C. MacKenzie; I. Sendek; S, 
Paikowsky; HH. Notarangelo; J. German 


Absent with Apologies; C. Jackson; L. Shernan 


l. Approval of the minutes of the meetings of November 8th and 
15th, 1985 


Motion: (Paikowsky, Wainwright) "moved the acceptance of the 
minutes of the meetings of November 6th and 15th, 1985" 


CARRIED 


2. Chair Remarks 

Dean Parker explained to Council members that the revised 
formula presently being used for the allocation of capital funds 
has benefitted the Faculty. Adequate financing has allowed for 
the use of capital monies for the purchase of major pieces of 
equipment for both academic and administrative use without the 
mortgaging of future cépital allocations. 

He noted also that the allocation of operating funds 
appears to ve realistic in terms of the needs of the Faculty with 
enough room to maneouver within the 200 categories. Allocations 
for the 100 codes are still to be negotiated. 


Sie Curriculum Report No.4 - Graduate Curriculum Modifica 


Motion: (llacKenzie, Faisetto) "move the adoption of Report 
No. 4 Graduate Curriculum Modifications" 


Dean MacKenzie explained that Report No. 4 included 
modifications to degree requirements in terms of acadeniic 
Standing within four graduate degree programmes. In addition the 
Report contains a recommendation by the Depertment of Art History 
to have January admissions to the M.A. degree programme. 


With respect to the recommended change in admission 
requirements for the Art Therapy option in Art Education several 
council members questioned the requirenent "Students will have to 
take the Edwards Test or its equivalent", 


Byers explained that at the monent 


the Department dia 
not have a means of ob 


jectively evaluating a student*s ability to 
do graduate work. The Edwards Test is a psychological test which 
measures whetner students are capable of the therapeutic skills 

required at the graduate level. This test would provide a more 


objective view and one that could indicate a borderline 
personality. 


Paikowsky asked whether a Student could refuse to take 
the test. Byers explained that initially this test would be 


provided on an optional basis and Students could use it to 
provide an additional profile. 


Friedland asked whether this test could be used to 
refuse a very gifted student. Byers noted that the test would be 
used to assess a student who had already performed poorly and 


could indicate to the student whether he or she was right or not 
for the field of art therapy. : 


Paikowsky questioned the legality of the use of this 
information. In other words, when this information would be 
viewed and who kas the right to see it, etc. Byers explained that 
the psychological association has standardized these procedures 
and that confidentialty issues would not be breached. 

Landsley felt that within Fine Arts the use of 
psychological testing should not be sanctioned Since Fine Arts 
does not need well-adjusted people but rather the opposite. 


Byers explained that in the therapeutic role the 
emphasis needed is for an individual that is predisposed to deal 
with others. The test itself can indicate whether someone is 
self-oriented or other-oriented. The difficulty faculty members 
are having is that the students being evaluated are well-known to 
everyone and a means is needed to objectively look at the 
Student's potential. Byers shares faculty members odjections to 
psychological testing and she explained that this recommendation 
has come about decause of students* requests to be evaluated 
objectively rather than by Committee. 


Friecland took issue with the notion of such testing 
Since it manipulates and compares against a "norm". 


Krol noted that the use of a testing situation exists 
throughout the University system from I.Q. tests to faculty 
evaluations and that this was a fact of University life. The 
Same holds true in the evaluating of a work of art. A balance 
Should be maintained when using all of these tools when assessing 
an individual and this test should be seen in that light, that is 
it should be used as a guideline and not an absolute. 


Paikowsky suggested that the wording "will have to take 
the test" should be revised or deleted. 


Byers noted that entrance testing for the Diploma 
and the Masters level should be consistent with the requirements 
of each programme and that these requirements be consistent with 
other institutions across North America. 


Landsley disagreed with Krol's remarks that this was 
not an important issue. " When evaluating a painting the painting 
remains there whether we like or not it goes on. Dealing with an 
ingividual's possible personality evaluation is of a totally 
different order." He felt that this was a dangerous precedent 
and that with all the other means of evaluations already 
established within the programme that this test should not be 
needed, 


Byers considered everyone's concerns legitimate and she 
toid Council members that she would take these concerns back to 
the other members of her Department with the request that this 
test be 
withdrawn from the entrance requirements. She asked to go on 
record that this was an attempt to objectively assess the 
Situation and that this is as far as it will go for now. 


It was noted that all reference to the Edwards Test 
would be deleted from Report No. 4, 


The questioned was called, as amended and CARRIED. 


As an update on the Archeology Report MacKenzie 
reported that an outside evaluator has been appointed. There is 
no indication at the moment as to how long the evaluation process 
should take. 


4, Procedures for the Nomination of Honorary Degree 
Candidates 


Parker noted that within the Faculty of Engineering 
the Dean meets with Department Chairs to discuss nominations made 
at the Departmental ievel, an executive committee then meets to 
establish candidates to be forwarded to Ceremonies Committee. In 
Commerce, individual faculty members nominate directly to the 
Ceremonies Committee. 


Kelly expressed concern that under the Present 
procedures other faculties within the University can nominate an 
artist for a degree without sanction from the Faculty of Fine 
Arts or there is no guarantee that Fine Arts nominees would be 
chosen by the Ceremonies Conmittee. 


Questions arose as to the procedures followed by the 
Ceremonies Committee and whether or not nominations would be 
returned to Council for ratification since no provisions have 
been put in place for this to take place. 


Motion: (Landsley, Whittome) "moved that all submissions 
of candidates for honorary degrees for acheivement in Fine Arts 


g0ing to the Ceremonies Committee be returned to Fine Arts 
Faculty Council for ratification" 


Paikowsky suggested that the motion should include an 
instruction to MacKenzie, as a member of the Committee, to bring 
back to Council whatever information is necessary. 


Parker questioned whether Council could mandate another 
Committee to do its bidding and that perhaps Council should have 
more information about procedures before any decisions are taken. 


Andrus noted that at the moment Fine Arts has no say in 
the granting of honorary degrees within its own Faculty or for 
the granting of a degree for achievement in fine arts within any 
otner facu.ty in the University. 


Parker noted tnat the present motion does not address 
the larger issue of the granting of honorary degrees within the 
University but rather deals only with the issue at hand. 


Kelly asked for information as to the make-up of the 
Graduation Ceremonies Committee. MacKenzie explained the 
Committee was a Board of Governors Committee made up of two 
Senators, three faculty members and some members of the Board, 
Kelly asked that Council object to the present procedures. 


Parker questioned whether this was the proper time for 
such an objection or motion to that effect. 


Duval noted that the motion should contain some 
reference to Fine Arts representative taking this request to the 
Graduation Ceremonies Committee otherwise the motion will be 


forwarded to Senate and miss the Committee meeting scheduled for 
the afternoon. 


Paikowsky requested that a motion be put forward 
mandating our representative to the Ceremonies Committee to take 
the above motion to the meeting scheduled for this afternoon. 


AMENDMENT (Paikowsky, Landsley ) "In light of Graduation 
Ceremonies Committee meeting of today, December 6th, the Council 
advises representative Catherine MacKenzie to request that 

all submissions of candidates for honorary degrees for 
achievement in Fine Arts going to the Ceremonies Committee be 
returned to the Fine Arts Council for ratification" 


The question was called, as amended. 


CARRIED 


on Research: Five-year Plans for Federally Funded 
Research Granting Agencies 


MacKenzie put forward the following motion for the 
ratification of Fine Arts Faculty Council as follows; 


Motion: (NacKenzie, Andrus) "In recognition of the 

importance of research funding within the academic cohmunity, 
Faculty Council of Concordia University's Faculty of Fine Arts 
urges the federal cabinet to give prompt and favourable 


consideration to the Five-Year Plans submitted by MRC, NSERC and 
SSHRC" 


CARRIED 


Mackenzie requested that this motion, if passed, would 
go forward to the attention of Prime Minister Mulroney. 


6. The Alfred Pinsky Medal 


Motion: (Landsley, Whittome) "move that in view of the 
figures regarding the recipients of the Alfred Pinsky Medal since 
its inception, that the Medal be awarded on a rotational basis 
each year amongst the various Departments of the Faculty" 


Landsley asked to amend the above motion to include 
after the word Faculty "that this rotation begin with Art 
History, Cinema/Photography, Sculpture, Ceramics and Fibres and 


Theatre." That is, that the rotation begin with those 
departments. 


It appears that the spirit of the original awarding of 
this Nedal, that is for creativity, is not being adhered to since 
the above Departients "are at the bottom of the intellectual 


Scale". By rotation alphabetically through Departments this 
problem will be eliminated. 


Paikowsky asked about the Joint Major progranmes such 
as Art History and Studio and Inter-reiated Arts would not fall 
under any Department heading. She asked why the grade point 
average was too difficult to use in this case? 


Falsetto explained that there is no consistency between 
Departments as to how to grade and that in some cases it appears 
that the awarding of grades is inflated. 


Andrus appreciates the difficulty of the problen, 
however rotating by Department is not an adequate solution since 
it would mean the awarding of the Medal to each Department only 


once every ten years. 


Wainwright noted that the awarding of the Medal should 
remain as it is and that the Performing and Visual Arts Medals 
Should be reinstated with the designation that they are 
awarded for creative potential. 


Falsetto stated that the Faculty should have at least 
two top Medals and that the old Performing and Visual Arts Medals 
should not be reinstated. The second top Medal could be awarded 
to the student showing the "most outstanding qualities of 


creativity", This could be awarded by Faculty Council 
from names submittec to Council. This would help eliminate the 
confusion between grade point averages and creativity. These 
Students would then be recognized across the Faculty. 


; Landsley felt that noting only the creativity side could 
eliminate such disciplines as Art History and Art Education in 
the sense that these are more academic, 


Faisetto felt that a criteria could be found that could 
encornpass all areas of the Faculty. 


Friedland explained that perhaps those passing the 
"Edwards Test" would be eligible. 


Adams explained that the decision for the awarding of 
the top prize was a decision of Senate. Presently all four 
Faculty medals are awarded on the G.P.A. and that recipients are 
then eligible for the Governor General's medal. Any changes 
would require the approval of Senate and would have to be 
University-wide. 


Krol noted that originally the Alfred Pinsky Medal was 
to be awarded to the individual demonstrating the most potential 
for creativity. The highest mark does not necessarily mean the 
most creative. A restructuring of the awarding of the Medal is 
therefore required to reflect the Faculty's wishes in this 
regard. 


Parker explained that in addition to this Medal there 
is a Departmental prize that could be used under any conditions 
the Department wished to make. 


Friedland noted that the motion reflected a 


dissatisfaction with the awarding of grades, 


Langley asked how the Faculty could come about 
choosing the "Most Creative" person? 


Austin spoke on behalf of Inter-related Arts Since it 
falls under the jurisdiction of the Dean's Office and does not 
fall under the aegis of any academic Department. 


Andrus explained that if a student's grades were also 
very high in other areas outside the Faculty of Fine Arts then 
the argument for grade inflation would not apply. The whole 
idea of "the awarding of prizes" is being taken too seriously and 
the notion of its impact is exagerated. 


Paikowsky suggested that the awarding of a second 
medal should be based on 60 credits which would then cover those 
courses specifically taken within the fine arts area. 


Landsley requested that a committee be formed in order 


to deal witn all the related issues in a comprenensive and 
detailed fashion. 


Parker agreed that the issues require more discussion 
and asked if Landsley would agree to withdraw his motion. 


Landsley withdrew his motion, seconded oy Whittome 
and put forward the following; 


Motion: (Landsley, Whittome)"move that a Committee 
of Faculty Council be set up to look into the awarding of prizes 
within the Faculty of Fine Arts" 


Landsiey suggested that the composition of the 
Committee should include representation from the three areas visual, 
performing and academic as well as three undergraduate students 
with Mario Falsetto as Chair. Falsetto noted that it would be 
impossible to get three students from Council and that one 
Student snould be sufficient representation. It was also 
Suggested that there should be representation from the 
Registrar's Office. 


It was decided that one student, chosen from amongst 
the student representatives presently sitting on Council would 
sit on the Committee. 


The question was called and CARRIED 


To Faculty Council = Loyola Campus 


Parker explained that Steering Committee is putting 
forward the following motion for discussion by members of Fine 
Arts Faculty Council; 


H (German, Szilasi) "be it resolved that, 
effective January, 1986, Fine Arts Faculty Council shall meet at 
least once per academic term on the West-end Campus, with the 
remainder of the meetings to be held on the Downtown Campus" 


Landsley opposes the motion on the grounds that the 
Spirit of the motion appears somewhat adolescent. Morale 
problems would not be solved by holding meetings at the Loyola 
campus. . 


Austin noted that it is important for the Faculty to 
acknowledge the existence of two campuses, a Downtown and West- 
end campus. The downtown campus must be willing to extend 
itself to encompass the west-end to help overcome the 
entrenched feeling at Loyola of being the "other" campus. 


Landsley felt that this wouldnot resolve any morale 
Problems. Austin explained that it was not a morale problem but 
rather a perceptual one. 


In terms of courtesy, Krol felt that it would not hurt 
anyone to meet twice a year on the west-end campus. 


Langley supported the motion and felt that it would be 
nice to meet in fresh air rather than polluted air. It would 
also help to overcome the feelings of separation between the 
visual arts area and the performing arts. 


The question was called and CARRIED 


oe Composition of Council Steering Committee 


Parker explained the following motion, put forward by 
Steering Committee, has been Proposed to open up the membership 
for new ideas, etc; 


‘ (Paikowsky, Falsetto) "proposed that Fine Arts 
Faculty Council Steering Committee be composed of the following 
menbers; Dean of Faculty, as Chair 


Assistant Deans (two at this time) 
*Two faculty members to be elected by 
Council from members of Council 


One student to be elected by Council 
from members of Council 
Secretary, Faculty Council 


*For a one-year term, renewable once. 
One member from the visual arts and one 
member fron the performing arts area" 


Paixowsky felt that this was a good idea and would 
allow for more participation on the Part of faculty members 
within the Faculty and would help to alleviate any conflict of 
interest that may arise over agenda items. 


The question was called and CARRIED 


There was no other business. Call for adjournment. 


January, 19386 
M. Duval 


